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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The indicated allowability of the subject matter in claims 26-44 is withdrawn in 
view of a newly discovered reference (Chapman in U.S. Patent No. 4,900,379). The 
delay in citation of this reference is regretted. 

2. The drawings submitted 28 July 2008 are acceptable. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 26-32,34,35,40,41 ,42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Chapman in U.S. Patent No. 4,900,379. Chapman discloses an 
apparatus with a material removing unit (cutting head element 204) and a handling unit 
for moving the material removing unit in the X-Y plane (see column 4, lines 13-27). 
Chapman further discloses an ink dispensing unit (marking head 402, see column 

5, lines 19-23). Chapman further discloses that the ink-jet marking gantry may be 
combined with the water jet cutting gantry (see column 6, lines 31-35). Implicitly an ink- 
jet marking dispenser will have at least one outlet orifice and one discharge passage.. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 33,39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chapman in view of Tanigawa in Japan Patent No. 9-30,097. Tanigawa teaches using 
multiple dispensers to dispense multiple colors of ink. It would have been obvious to 
adapt Chapman in view of Tanigawa to provide this to quickly create a multi-colored 
marking on the workpiece. 

7. Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chapman in view of Yamaguchi etal. in Japan Patent No. 10-193,635. Yamaguchi 
et al. teaches a pressure controlled metering device for a ink jet marker. It would have 
been obvious to adapt Chapman in view of Yamaguchi et al. to provide this to control 
the metering of ink from the dispenser. 

8. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chapman in view of Abramchenko et al. in Soviet Union Patent document No. 

1 ,689,473. Abramchenko et al. teach using a shut off valve to provide a fluid tight seal 
of a ink chamber dispenser. It would have been obvious to adapt Chapman in view of 
Abramchenko et al. to provide this to cut off the dispensing of ink. 

9. Claims 43-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chapman in view of Herman Jr. in U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2002/0002416. Herman Jr. teaches an input (e.g. keyboard in figure 1) for a gantry 
controlled cutting device and the equivalence of laser cutting implement and a water jet 
cutting implement (see paragraph 26). It would have been obvious to adapt Chapman 
in view of Herman Jr. to provide an input unit to allow the user to flexibly control the 
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cutting process and to alternatively provide a laser cutting device as a functionally 
equivalent method of cutting a workpiece. 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims of record have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 1 . Claims 1 -1 3 and 1 5-25 are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Geoffrey S. Evans whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-1 174. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30AM to 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tu Hoang can be reached on (571)-272-4780. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Geoffrey S Evans/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3742 



